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April 7, 2005

James S Johnston

Admunistrator

Division of Environmental Quality
900 N Skyline, Suite B

Idaho Falls, ID 83405

Dear Mt Johnston,

The Thompson Creek Mining Company is requesting a renewal of the Tier II Operating Permit No. 037-
00001 for the Thompson Creek Mine located near Clayton, Idaho. This renewal request is being made with
no modification to the permit and no increase in the allowable emissions. Ownership and control of the
Thompson Creek Mine has not changed.

Thank you for your attention to this matter, please contact me at (208) 838-2200 if you have any question.

Sincerely,

Bert Doughty
Environmental Manager,
Thompson Creek Mine

THOMPSON CREEK MINING COMPANY
PO BOX 62
CLAYTON, ID 83227
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September 8, 2005

Certified Mail No. 7005 0390 0003 2967 8663

Bert Doughty

Environmental Manager
Thompson Creek Mining Company
P.O. Box 62

Clayton, Idaho 83227

RE:  Facility ID No. 037-00001, Thompson Creek Mining Company, Clayton
Tier Il Operating Permit No. T2-050508 Application Incompleteness

Dear Mr. Doughty:

On August 5, 2005 the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) received a Facility-wide Tier II
operating permit application from Thompson Creek Mining Company located near Clayton. DEQ has
reviewed the application materials and determined that the application is incomplete. DEQ needs the
following information to determine the application complete:

e A narrative description of the facility that will clearly explain how many pollution sources are
present and how each source is associated with the facility operation.

® A process flow diagram which outlines the procedures from raw material in and material
transfer points (i.e., conveyor to conveyor, elevators, etc.) to final product out. Show all
emission collection points, control equipment, and emission points (i.e., stacks and vents).

e Emission calculations and documentation for all estimated point and fugitive emissions. If
values were obtained from a source test, the source test must be submitted. All pollutants (i.e.,
criteria pollutants and toxics air pollutants where applicable) must be addressed in maximum
pound per hour (Ib/hr) and ton per year T/y) values. Toxic air pollutant regulations (IDAPA
58.01.01.210, IDAPA 58.01.01.585 & 586) apply to any new or modified source after July 1,
1995.

e A scaled plot plan of the facility showing location all buildings, point sources, fugitive
sources, and any haul roads that are present. Include plant boundaries and building
dimensions (height, length, width).

o For all emission points give stack height, diameter, temperature and flowrate. Also indicate

direction of exhaust gas flow (horizontal, vertical, etc.). State whether the points are covered
with rain caps or any other obstruction.

e Design specifications, emission control efficiencies, manufacturer’s guarantees for emission
control equipment.
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For scrubbers, include the designed pressure drop across the scrubber expressed as inches of
water and scrubbing liquid flow rate in gallons per minute. For baghouses, indicate the
designed pressure drop across the baghouse expressed as inches of water, the air-to-cloth
ratio, and type of bag material. For cyclones, indicate pressure drop requirements.

Air dispersion modeling that demonstrates compliance with all ambient standards and toxic
air pollutant increments (where applicable). Air dispersion modeling must follow the State of
Idaho Air Quality Modeling Guideline, the guideline is available on the DEQ web page
(http://www.deq.state.id.us). It is recommended that all air pollutant dispersion modeling be
conducted in accordance with a written and DEQ approved modeling protocol.

Identify any New Source Performance Standards (NSPS, 40 CFR 60) and National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants NESHAP, 40 CFR 61 & 63) that apply to emissions
units at your facility.

If any of this information has been previously submitted to DEQ it can be relied upon again for this
permitting process. However, the information that is relied upon must be resubmitted and must be
accompanied by certification from the facilities responsible official in accordance with IDAPA
58.01.01.123.

In your August 2, 2005 letter you requested a “file inventory” regarding the air quality permit issued
to the Thompson Creek Mine. Unfortunately, DEQ does not have a file inventory to provide. Also,
future information requests must follow the Public Records Request procedure. The public request
procedure is available on the DEQ web page (http:/www.deq.state.id.us). Please note that
information request must contain a detailed description of the public record requested.

Since DEQ has declared the application incomplete, review of this project has ceased. Processing of this
application will resume upon submission of sufficient information and the projected timeline for
completion will be revised. Submission of the requested information is due within 30 days of receipt of
this incompleteness letter.

If you have any questions regarding the required air quality modeling analysis, or if you would like to
receive a copy of the DEQ’s “Air Quality Modeling Guideline”, please contact Kevin Schilling at
(208) 373-0502. For questions regarding the Tier I operating permit process please contact me at
(208) 373-0500 or daniel.pitman(@deq.idaho.gov.

Sincerely,

N

Dan Pitman, P.E.
Permit Coordinator
Air Quality Program Office

DP/sd

Permit No. T2-050508
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Mining Companny

September 28, 2005

Mr. Dan Pitman

Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
1410 North Hilton

Boise, ID 83706-1255

RE: Request for Extension
Dear Mr. Pitman:

Thompson Creek Mining Company would like to request an extension of the 30 day time
limit for renewal of its Tier II Operating permit. The air dispersion modelers are telling
us it will take between 120-180 days to build and run the ISCST3 dispersion model.

Thompson Creek has signed a contract with RETC to conduct air quality dispersion
modeling in support of the Tier II air quality permit renewal. RETC is proposing to use
the ISCST3 dispersion model for all pollutants that are required to be modeled. It will
take time to build and calibrate the model, as this will be a fairly large effort, because the
mine has never been modeled before. RETC is telling us it will take at least 120 days to
complete the modeling and more realistic timeframe they say is 180 days. Therefore,
Thompson Creek Mining is requesting a 180 day extension for submitting a complete
modeling package.

The remaining information required for the permit renewal is available and can be
submitted to IDEQ at anytime, if required. Please feel free to contact me at 208-838-
3511 if you need further clarification on this request. Ilook forward to hearing from you.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bert Doqu 4

Manger, Environmental Affairs

Cc: Kevin Schilling, IDEQ

PO.BOX 62 CLAYTON, IDAHO 83227 Phone (208) 838-2200 Fax (208) 838-2299
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October 6, 2005
Certified Mail No. 7005 1160 0005 8739 4847

Bert Doughty

Environmental Manager
Thompson Creek Mining Company
P.O. Box 62

Clayton, Idaho 83227

RE: Facility ID No. 037-00001, Thompson Creek Mining Company, Clayton
Tier II Operating Permit No. T2-050508 Application Incompleteness

Dear Mr. Doughty:

On August 5, 2005 the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) received a Facility-wide Tier II
operating permit application from Thompson Creek Mining Company located near Clayton. On
September 8, 2005 DEQ determined that application incomplete and requested you submit additional
information by October 8, 2005. On September 30, 2005 DEQ received your request for 180 day
extension to the October 8, 2005 deadline to allow for submitting a complete modeling package.
DEQ is granting this extension for submitting a complete Tier II operating permit application that
includes facility wide emission inventory and air pollutant dispersion modeling to April 10, 2006.

If you have any questions regarding the required air quality modeling analysis, or if you would like
to receive a copy of the DEQ’s “Air Quality Modeling Guideline”, please contact Kevin Schilling at
(208) 373-0502. For questions regarding the Tier II operating permit process please contact me at
(208) 373-0500 or daniel.pitman@deq.idaho.gov.

Sincerely,

o

Dan Pitman, P.E.
Permit Coordinator
Air Quality Program Office

DP/sd Permit No. T2-050508
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1 Introduction and Background

This document is the Thompson Creek Mining Company's renewal application for a Tier II operating
permit for the Thompson Creek Mine. This application is submitted to the Idaho Division of
Environmental Quality (IDEQ).  The Thompson Creek Mine is a molybdenum disulfide mining, milling,
and concentration facility located in Custer County, Idaho. The facility is currently following the
conditions of Tier II Operating Permit No. 37-00001 and is in compliance with this permit. Ownership and
control of the Thompson Creek Mine has not change from the issuance of Tier Il Operating Permit No. 37-

00001. :

The following sections of this renewal application summarize the Thompson Creek Mine Project from
mining of ore and over burden to the final product. In applying for previously issued air quality permits,
the Thompson Creek Mining Company (TCMC) has submitted to IDEQ a substantial amount of technical
information describing the equipment and processes associated with the facility. As requested by IDEQ,
TCMC is providing a summary of this information in this application document.. To keep the size of this’
document manageable, TCMC is not resubmitting copies of previously supplied information (i.e. source
test reports) with this application. Hence, TCMC requests that, whenever possible, IDEQ staff obtain
equipment information and specifications that may be available in IDEQ files. Should IDEQ require
additional information to conduct determinations or evaluations required by Idaho air quality regulations,
TCMC will provide IDEQ with the relevant information in TCMC’s possession. :

This application includes an emission invehtory, including emission factors and process data for the entire
facility. This inventory includes all point sources and fugitive sources. The emissions inventory along
with a description of each source is located in the Appendices of this document. ,

An air dispersion model for the facility demonstrating compliance with all ambient standards was
developed for this application. The modeling protocol was submitted to IDEQ and the protocol was
approved by IDEQ via e-mail dated March 23,2006 from Kevin Schilling, IDEQ Stationary Source Air
Modeling Coordinator to Pete Miller, The RETEC Group. A copy of the modeling report and results can
be found in the Appendices of this document.

A completeness determination was conducted for this application. The determination was made by TCMC
staff and is found in section 4 of this document.



2 Facility Location

The Thompson Creek Mine is located in Custer County, Idaho, refer to the Figure 1 below.

0 ﬁ%f”’ mp3on Creek |

Uho o

Figure 1 Facility Location

The facility is located within a 15 square mile claim block straddling the boundary between Challis
National Forest to the north and lands administered by the Bureau of Land Management to the south. A
facility plot and topographic patent claim plans are located in the Appendices of this document. The
facility is approximately five miles north of the Salmon River, 14 miles northwest of Clayton (population
90), and 40 miles southwest of Challis (population 1000). The mine area is situated in rough terrain at
elevations near 8000 feet and the mill is approximately 1.5 miles southeast of the mine at an elevation of

7550 feet. :



3 Mineral Project General Descrintion

This section presents a general description of the Thompson Creek Mining Company’s molybdenum
mining and concentrating operation. This narrative description of the facility explains the air pollution
sources and how each source is associated with the facility operations. A process flow diagram is included
in the Appendices.

3.1 Introduction

The Thompson Creek Mining Company operates an open pit molybdenum mine and concentrator in central
Idaho. The operation produces 15-20 million pounds of molybdenum disulfide (MoS,) per year, The
operation involves a wide range of support facilities in addition to the actual mining and mineral-processing
activities. The support facilities include maintenance shops, warehouses and change-houses, as well as
provisions for water supply, solid waste disposal, sewage treatment, road gravel crushing and power
transmission and distribution. The following sections provide a brief background description of the ore
extracting and processing methodology whereby molybdenum is produced in a concentrated, saleable form.
The basic steps described herein include:

Mining the ore.
Crushing and grinding the ore. o .
Separating the valuable mineral by ‘flotation’, a concentration process carried out in a water
: medium. v
e De-watering, drying, packaging and shipping the obtained concentrate.
Discharging the final ‘tailings’ (a solids/liquid mixture) into a tailings impoundment area, and

reclamation.

Two types of MoS, concentrate are produced at the Thompsen Creek Mine, concentrate grade and lubricant
grade. Concentrate grade is shipped off-site for further refining, mainly roasting. Concentrate grade leaves
the Thompson Creek Mine at approximately fifty to fifty-eight percent Mo (eighty-three to ninety-six
percent MoS;). Afier roasting, this material is used as an alloy in steel production and trace amounts are
used in pharmaceutical and food products. To produce lubricant grade, the MoS; concentrate goes through
additional processing steps to produce a higher purity product. ‘Lubricant grade is shipped directly to
customers for use in various lubricant products with very little or no further refining. This high purity
product leaves the Thompson Creek Mine at approximately ninety-eight percent or higher MoS,. The
production steps involved in producing each product are discussed in the sections below.

3.2 Mining

The two conventional hard rock mineral extraction methods are ‘underground’ and ‘open-pit’ mining,
Open-pit mining is employed by Thompson Creek. The first step in this method is the removal of
overlying waste material, or ‘overburden’, to expose the ore. Both the overburden and ore must be drilled
and blasted so that the broken rock can be excavated with 25 yard electric shovels and hauled away in 150
ton haul trucks. Ore is defined as material having an assay result of 0.05 percent MoS; or higher.

Overburden removal and ore mining includes the following operations:

e Drilling, sampling and assaying to closely define the grade of the material to be mined,
Blasting to fragment the ore {About 10,000 tons per vear of explosive will be consumed.),
and

e  Loading with 25-yard electric shovels.



3.3 Crushing and Grinding

The broken ore excavated from the mine is reduced in size from rocks ranging greater than 8 inches to fine
sand to powder in the crushing and grinding steps. The valuable mineral particles are released from the
surrounding material and are then ready for subsequent separation and recovery:

Mined ore is delivered from the mine via haul trucks to the primary crusher located at an elevation of about
7250 feet. During crushing, the mined ore is reduced in size from 24 inches or greater in diameter to less
than 8 inch; grinding then reduces the 8-inch material to a fine powder. Conventional crushing is a dry
process carried out without water. In the primary crusher, one conical head gyrates within a larger
stationary cone to provide the crushing action. The emissions from the primary crusher are controlled with
a baghouse and vented to the atmosphere through a single stack (Primary Crusher Stack).

Crushed ore is then transported overland by a 60-inch belt conveyor to the concentrator, which is situated
about 7200 feet southwest at an elevation of about 7500 feet. The overland conveyor system has a transfer
point with additional belt drives to facilitate the uphill movement of the ore. This transfer is located in the
Drive 1 building and the emissions are controlled with a baghouse and vented to the atmosphere through a
single stack (Overland Conveyor Stack).

The ore is dropped from the overland conveyor at the mill ore stockpile. Two apron feeders, the East and
West Ore Feeders, then transfer the ore from the bottom of the stockpile into the grinding process in the
concentrator. Emissions from each ore feeder are controlled with individual wet venturi scrubbers and
vented to the atmosphere through corresponding stacks (East Ore Feeder Stack and West Ore Feeder
Stack). The scrubber blow-down water is recycled in the grinding circuit described below.

Grinding is normally a ‘wet’ operation where water is added to the crushed ore. Grinding is completed in
two stages. The first stage is semi-autogenous grinding (SAG) where ore is fed to a rotating drum and the
ore itself is the primary grinding media. At times, large steel balls are added to the SAG mills to aid in
grinding when the ore is not hard enough to function as a self grinding medium. The second stage is ball
milling, where ore is fed to a rotating drum containing steel balls as the grinding media.

3.4 Flotation Concenftration

The shurry mixture of finely ground ore and water from the grinding mills next passes to the flotation step
wherein the valuable mineral is separated from the waste materials.- When mineral particles are coated with
certain surface-active chemicals, they will preferentially attach themselves to air bubbles. In a series of
mechanically agitated cells, flotation is.accomplished by bubbling air through the shury. Chemical
reagents are added at this stage. Some of the reagents promote frothing so the désired mineral floats up
with the froth bubbles, while other reagents depress certain minerals and waste so as to minimize their
tendency to float. The process is called flotation concentration. At Thompson Creek, only one mineral,
MoS,, is recovered. :

Additional concentration steps are sometime required to meet customer grade requirements. When
required, leaching is used to remove certain metals from the concentrate. Hydrochloric acid is used in
leaching metals from lower grade material. Fumes from the leach plant are controlled by a caustic fume
scrubber. Emissions from the scrubber are vented to the atmosphere through a single stack (I.each Fume
Scrubber Stack).

3.5 Concentrate Grade Production

The separated concentrate shury (solids/water mixture) flows to a thickener in which the solids are allowed
to settle to the bottom and excess water is decanted from the top of the thickener tank. In this step the
solids concentration is increased from 30-35% to 50-60%. The denser shurry is then pumped from the
bottom of the thickener to a filter, which further removes water through a cloth medium. The wet filter cake



is dried by the Holo Flite Dryer #1 to a low moisture content dictated by shipping and marketing
considerations usually ranging 5-8% water. The Holo Flite dryer indirectly heats the wet MoS, concentrate
‘using a hot oil thermo-screw conveyor. - After drying, the concentrate grade material is packaged for
shipping. The water removed during the thickening and filtering step is recycled for use in the grinding and
flotation steps. Emissions from the Holo Flite Dryer #1 are controlled by a wet venturi scrubber and then by
an electrostatic precipitator and vented to the atmosphere through a single stack (Holo Flite Dryer #1
Stack). The scrubber blow-down water is recycled for use in the grinding and flotation steps.

3.6 Lubricant Grade Production

Lubricant grade MoS, concentrate or High Purity Molybdenum (HPM) material in produced by running the
MaoS; concentrate shurry through advanced flotation and cleaning processes. The final concentrating
process involves using column cleaners and the resulting HPM slurry is transferred to stock tanks. From
these stock tanks, the'HPM slurry is dewatered in-a filter press and then moved by screw conveyor to the
Holo Flite dryer #2. The Holo Flite dryer indirectly heats the wet HPM using a hot oil thermo-screw
conveyor. Water and some diesel are removed from the HPM. From the Holo Flite #2 the material is
screw-conveyed to the electrically-heated rotary kiln dryer where most of the remaining diesel is removed.
Each dryer can process 1,253 pounds of material per hour. Emissions from each of these dryers are
. controlled individually by a wet venturi scrubber and then the emissions are combined in-one duct and
" controlled by an €lectrostatic precipitator and vented to the atmosphere through a single stack (Lube grade
Dryer Stack). The scrubber blow-down water is recveled for use in the flotation steps.

The dried HPM may be processed and packaged into five aitterent grades:

Large Particle HPM;

1.

2. A Grade;

3. Tech Grade;

4. Tech Fine Grade; and
5. Super Fine Grade.

Annual production of HPM is 5,488.14 tons per year combined for all five grades. The equipment and
process involved in producing each grade is summarized below:

s  Large Particle - HPM is conveyed via a bucket elevator from the rotary kiln to the tech fine
packaging bin at a rate of 1,253 pounds per hour. This material is graded as “large particle HPM”
and is packaged from the tech fine packaging bin. Emissions from the tech fine packaging bin are
controlled by the tech fine packaging baghouse. The tech fine packaging baghouse is also referred
to as the “fugitive collector baghouse” by Mill operations personnel; however, this baghouse does
pot collect fugitive emissions. This baghouse is vented to the atmosphere by a single stack (Tech
Fine Packaging Baghouse Stack) and the captured material is kept in the system.

¢ Grade A - HPM is conveyed via a bucket elevator from the Holo Flite dryer #2 to the tech fine
packaging bin at a rate of 1,253 pounds per hour. ‘This material is the only HPM not dried in
rotary kiln and is graded as “A Grade.” A Grade material is packaged from the tech fine
packaging bin. Emissions from the tech fine packaging bin are controlled by the tech fine
packaging baghouse. This baghouse is vented to the atmosphere by a single stack (Tech Fine
Packaging Baghouse Stack) and the captured material is kept in the system.

s Techgrade — HPM is conveyed via a bucket elevator from the rotary kiln to the fully-enclosed jet
mill feed bin to await size reduction in the jet mill. The jet mill micronizes the HPM by fluid
energy (compressed air) resulting in “tech grade” material. To produce tech grade material, the jet
mill runs at a process rate of 1,600 pounds.per hour. The tech grade material is then pneumatically
conveyed through the jet mill baghouse into the tech fine packaging bin at a rate of 1,600 pounds
per hour. The jet mill baghouse removes air from the tech grade material before it is deposited in



the tech fine packaging bin. The jet mill baghouse is vented to the atmosphere through a single
stack (Jet Mill Baghouse Stack) and the captured tech grade material is kept in the system. Tech
grade material is packaged from the tech fine packaging bin. Emissions from the tech fine
packaging bin are controlled by the tech fine packaging baghouse. This baghouse is vented to the
atmosphere by a single stack (Tech Fine Packaging Baghouse Stack) and the captured material is
kept in the system.

o Tech fine grade — To produce tech fine grade material, HPM is passed through the jet mill at a
lower process rate with more air pressure than is used to produce tech grade material. After jet
milling, the resulting “tech fine grade” is then pneumatically conveyed through the jet mill
baghouse into the tech fine packaging bin. The jet mill baghouse removes air from the tech fine
grade material before it is deposited in the tech fine packaging bin. The jet mill baghouse is
vented to the atmosphere through a single stack (Jet Mill Baghouse Stack) and the captured
material is kept in the system. Emissions from the tech fine packaging bin are controlled by the
tech fine packaging baghouse. This baghouse is vented to the atmosphere by a single stack (Tech
Fine Packaging Baghouse Stack) and the captured material is kept in the system. Tech fine grade
material is packaged from the tech fine packaging bin. ;

e  Super fine grade — To make super fine grade HPM, a batch of tech fine grade is pneumatically
conveyed from the jet mill through the jet mill baghouse to the super fine feed bin, also know as
the pancake feed bin, at a feed rate of 850 pounds per hour. Emissions from the pancake feed bin
are controlled by the pancake mill feed bin baghouse. This baghouse is vented to the atmosphere
by a single stack (Pancake Mill Feed Bin Baghouse Stack) and the captured material is kept in the
system. From the pancake feed bin, the tech fine grade is fed through two 12-inch, high-energy
pancake mills set up in series. After pancake milling, the resulting “super fine grade” HPM is then
transferred to the super fine packaging bin at a rate of 331 ponds per hour.»Emissioxis from the
super fine packaging bin are controlled by the super fine packaging bin baghouse. This baghouse
is vented to the atmosphere by a single stack (Super Fine Packaging Bin Baghouse Stack) and the
captured material is kept in the system. Super fine grade material is packaged from the super fine
packaging bin. Annual production of super fine HPM is 1,450 tons per year.

3.7 Tailings Disposal

The tailings, waste rock and water shury from the flotation cells, comprises 30-35% solids and is passed -
through a pipeline to the tailings impoundment area. The tailings flow initially by gravity, through a 24-
inch diameter pipeline to the tailings impoundment 7,000 feet to the north. The pipeline is not buried. The
tailings facility is located.in the upper reaches of the Bruno Creek watershed. The ultimate crest of the
tailings impoundment will be at an elevation of about 7600 feet. As the concentrator is located at an
elevation of about 7550 feet, pumping of the tailings will be required. :

It is normal practice to pass the shury through ‘cyclones’; a water/solid separation and particle size
classification device based on centrifugal force. The coarse fraction or ‘sands’ is deposited on the periphery
of the impoundment area, serving as embankment building material. The fine fraction or ‘slimes’, along
with most of the water, is allowed to flow into the impoundment area, or ‘tailings pond’, where the solids
settle to the bottom. Water is reclaimed from the tailings pond and pumped back to the grinding and
flotation plant. This system achieves containment of both the solid tailings-and the water used in the
process. It is a ‘closed’ water system wherein the water and entrained reagents are continuously recycled.

In the unlikely event of a break in the pipeline, flow-sensing devices will alert the operator in the control
room and allow him to shut down. In addition, the pipeline is patrolled on a regular basis to.detect minor
leaks, Any spillage will flow into a ditch paralleling the pipeline and service road, which will carry the
slurry by gravity into the tailing impoundment via the seepage interceptor system.

The reclaim water system consist of pumps on a floating barge in the impoundment, which deliver the
water by a 24-inch-diameter pipeline to a 9 million gallon storage tank located above and near the
concentrator. Water flows by gravity from the storage tank back to the concentrator.
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The embankment is always maintained at a height sufficient to capture the maximum flood run-off-event
from the area above the dam. The water reclaim system was designed to pump a maximum of 7750 gallons

per minute.

The tailings impoundment is designed to accommodate at least 200 million tons of tailings. The starter
embankment was constructed prior to the commencement of production using material from a borrow
source. The main embankment is constructed from the coarse tailings obtained from the cyclones stationed
along the starter embankment crest. The underflow from the cyclones is deposited downstream and
mechanically placed and compacted by bulldozer to provide a slope of three horizontals to 1 vertical.

The impoundment area receives the fine particles from the cyclone overflow. Discharge points of the
tailings are controlled to keep the water reclaim pool as remote as practicable from the embankment
section. A water reclaim barge is located in the pond to pump water back to the concentrator

Systems of blanket and finger drains were constructed within the embankment and at the foundation level
to drain the embankment. Additionally some water seeps into the soils and rock underlying the
embankment. To control the quality of water flowine dawnstream, two systems were constructed:

®  Seepage return dam to capture surface water. ;
e A network of wells to monitor subsurface water around the impoundment area.
®  Water from the settling pond is pumped back to the impoundment or directly to process water

storage.
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3.8 Reagents

Several reagents are used in the concentrator process. The table below lists these reagen..

Table I Reagent List

Reagent Physical Use
State

{. Diesel Fuel Liquid Used as a ‘molybdenum collector in floatation and added
to the sag mill and ball mill.

2. NALCO Frother Liquid Used as a frother for floatation and add to the ball mills

3. Flocculent Liquid Used in the floatation thickeners to collect and sink
particles.

4. Nokes Liquid Used in the cleaner circuit to depress cooper, lead, and
iron.

5. PebbleLime Solid Used mostly in floatation and leaching to control pH.

6. RockSalt Solid Used in leaching to add chloride, this holds Jead in
solution during filtering process.

7. Ferric Chloride Liquid Used in leaching to remove gamma radiation from the

; final product. '

8. Liquid Nitrogen- Liquid Used in the HPM circuit to keep product from oxidizing
during drying.

9. Mercaptobenzothiazole | Solid Used in pyrite flotation as an iron collector.

(MBT)

10. Caustic Soda Liguid Used in the leach fume scrubber to neutralize all of the
acid fumes collected by the scrubber.

11. Isopropyl Alcohol Liquid Used to liguefy MBT for use in the pyrite recovery

(IPA) circuit.
12. Hydrochloric Acid Liquid Used in leaching to liquefy lead from lower grade
' (HCL) material. ‘

Pebble lime is delivered to the facility and pneumatically conveyed to the lime silo. Emissions from this
transfer are controlled by a baghouse (Pebble Lime Baghouse) and vented to the atmosphere. The pebble
lime is then mixed with water to form slurry and fed into the SAG mills, neutralization tank, or the tailings

line.
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4 Completeness Determination

COMPLETENESS DETERMINATION CHECKLIST
AND APPLICATION INDEX

Company Name: Thompson Creek Mining Company

Location:

Project:

Custer County, Idaho

- D
Reviewer: <.eev 217, W Date: -3¢ - o

The attached forms have been provided as a checklist and application index to ensure all the
required information have been included with the air pollution source permit application. These
forms shall be submitted along with the application. These checklist/index forms include the
following elements of the permit application:

- Application Forms

Scurce Descriptions

Source Flow Diagrams

Piot Plans

Emission Estimate References and Documentation
Excess Emission Documentation

Ambient Air Impact Analysis

Compliance Certification Plan

Each page of the permit application shall be numbered so that each page can be referenced
individually. This will allow these checklist forms to act as the permit application table of contents.
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APPLICATION FORMS

SECTION
1

~NO D b W N

SOURCE
GENERAL INFORMATION
FUEL BURNING EQUIPMENT
PROCESS AND MANUFACTURING OPERATIONS
WAST INCINERATION
STORAGE AND HANDLING OF LIQUIDS
LOADING RACKS

SOILD MATER!AL TRANSFORT, HANDLING, AND
STORAGE

FUGITIVE SOURCES

Is the application signed and dated?

Are all the forms adequately completed?

LOCATION

Appendix C
Appendix C
Appendix C
NA

Appendix C
NA

Appendix C

Appendix C

YES

NO



Figures



SOURCE DESCRIPTIONS

SOURCE Location
General Facility Description Sec 3
Source General Information Appendix C
Processing Data Appendix C

YES

Are the existing facilities described? X
Are the modifications or new facilities described?
Are all applicable processes, materials, ventilation, and controls described? X
Are all equipment referenced by specific ID name or number? X

NO

NA
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SOURCE FLOW DIAGRAMS

SOURCE -
Facility Process Flow Diagrams Appendix B

Are included?

Shows entire existing facility?

‘Shows entire future facility?

Shows each process separately (if needed)?
Details storage, roads, transfers, and processing?

Labeling is adequate (processes and stacks identified, flow rate.
rates shown)?

Location

process

YES

X X X X X x

NO
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PLOT PLANS

SQURCE
Facility Plot Plan and Location Map Appendix A

Is included?

Shows location coordinates?

Shows plant boundaries?

Shows neighboring ownership and facilities?

Shows topography?

Scale shown or distances adequately labeled?

Shows all buildings, equipment, storage, and roads?

Is adequate for both existing and future or includes both?

Location

YES

XX X X X X X X

NO
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EMISSION ESTIMATE REFERENCES AND DOCUMENTATION

SOURCE Location
Production Data Appendix C
Emission Factors A Appendix C
Emission Inventory Appendix C
Emission Factor Documentation Appendix C

All fugitive and point sources listed?

All pollutants addressed?

Process documentation and specs included?

Control equipment documentation and specs included?
Emission 'factors documented and referenced?
Calculations and assumptions shown?

Source tests referenced (test includes processing and control device test
conditions)?

YES

X X X X X X X

NO
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EXCESS EMISSION DOCUMENTATION

SOURCE
Not Applicable (NA)

All three types of excess emissions {startup, shutdown, and scheauled
maintenance) covered for each source?

Calculations and documentation included?
Expected frequencies of excess emissions noted?
Justification for amounts and frequencies of excess emissions?

Procedures for minimizing excess emissions covered?

Location

YES

NO
NA

NA
NA
NA
NA
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AMBIENT AIR IMPACT ANALYSIS

PROJECT

Existing ambient air quality discussion including
attainment status and classification of areas which
may be significantly impacted.

Discussion of dispersion model use and
assumptions.

Dispersion model input.
Dispersion model output.
Discussion of ambient impacts for each pollutant.

Discussion of how excessive impacts will be
controlied or avoided for sources and poliutants with
the potential for these.

Appendix D

Appendix D

Appendix D
Appendix D
Appendix D
Appendix D

Location
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COMPLIANCE CERTIFICATION PLAN

SOURCE Location
Not Applicable (NA)

YES

Monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting discussed?
Stack testing methods thoroughly documented?

Discussion and documentation of process control mechanisms used to meet
emission limits?

Quality assurance/quality control discussed?
Monitoring equipment specifications and documentation included?

NO
NA
NA
NA

NA
NA
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5 Appendices
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Appendix A Facility Plot Plan
Figure 7 Facility Plot Plan '

Note:
Please refer to Figure | for facility location. Please refer to Appendix D for contour drawings.
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1 Introduction

On behalf of Thompson Creek Mining Company (TCMC), The RETEC
Group, Inc. (RETEC) is submitting this air quality impact analysis in support
of TCMC’s Tier Il Operating Permit renewal application to the Idaho
Department of Environmental Quality (IDEQ). This report defines the
regulatory framework and technical methods that were used for the air quality
impact analysis, as well as the results of the analysis.

TCMC operates the Thompson Creek Mine, which is a molybdenum disulfide
mining, milling, and concentration facility located near Clayton, Idaho in
Custer County. The facility current]y operates under Tier II Operating Permit
No. 037-00001.

TCMC has retained the services of REIEC to conduct the dispersion
modeling analysis required to support their Tier II permit renewal application.
This document describes the technical approach used for the required air
quality dispersion modeling impact assessment portion of the permit renewal
application. The modeling strategy is intended to provide conservative
estimates of ambient concentrations that may potentially result from emissions
from the Thompson Creek Mine facility.

The air quality modeling was conducted and this document was prepared in
accordance with guidance provided by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA) and the IDEQ as outlined in the following
documents: :

o State of Idaho Air Quality Modeling Guideline (IDEQ, 2002)

' Guideline on Air Quality Models [published as 40 CFR 58,
Appendix W] (EPA, 2005) (hereafter referred to as the Modeling
Guideline)

* New Source Review Workshop Manual: PSD and Nonattainment
Area Permitting (EPA 1990) (hereafter referred to as the Workshop

Manual)

RETEC used USEPA- and IDEQ-approved dispersion models and methods
described in the above reference documents to perform the modeling analyses.
Copies of all model input and output files, the meteorological input file, and
various spreadsheets used to process the model output, can be found on the
CD-ROM in Appendix B.

'A modeling protocol was provided to IDEQ via e-mail on March 13, 2006
(RETEC, 2006). The modeling protocol was approved, with comments, on
March 23, 2006 (IDEQ, 2006). A copy of the approval is provided in
Appendix A.
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2.2

Technical Approach and Model
Inputs |

Regulatory Issues

IDEQ has requested that TCMC submit an ambient air quality impact
assessment to support their TierII operating permit renewal application.
IDEQ permit and modeling guidance requires that an analysis of compliance
with the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for NO,, SO;,
CO, and PM, be performed in support of the permit renewal application.

Facility Description

TCMC mines molybdenite (molybdenum disulfide, MoS;) from an open pit
mine near Clayton in central Idaho (see Figure 1). The mine site is located in
an area of high mountain ranges, and numerous lakes, streams, and valleys
near the Salmon River and its tributaries, which flow through the lower
elevations. Elevations range from 5,500 feet at the Salmon River to 9,487 feet
near the mine site. The active facility is located on mixed ownership land
including: private land, Bureau of Land Management (BLM) administered
Federal land, and USFS administered Federal land. TCMC also controls a
mineral claim block around the Thompson Creek Mine (USEPA, 1992).

The mine is located in Custer County, approximately 35 miles southwest of
Challis, the county seat of Custer County. The nearest town is Clayton, which
has a population of about26 (2003 Census data) and is approximately
12 miles from the site. Access to the mine site is from State Highway 75,
along an unpaved county road that generally parallels Squaw Creek. The road
crosses Squaw Creek, first west to east about 1.5 miles from its intersection
with State Highway 75 and from east to west about 4 miles from the
intersection (USEPA, 1992). ‘

2.3 Emission and Source Data
2.3.1 Facility Emission Units (EUs)

Emission units currently permitted at the facility primarily consist of a
portable crushing operation with associated screens and conveyors, a primary
crusher, an overland conveyor, ore feeders, dryers, kilns, storage bins, small
boilers, and emergency generators.

A list of all permitted EUs, including emission rates and release parameters, is
provided in Table | through Table3. These tables include both actual
physical parameters as well as modeled parameters. Emission rate -
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calculations for all modeled EUs are provided in the operating permit renewal
application.

Point Sources

Point sources such as combustion and baghouse exhausts were modeled using
source parameters provided by the equipment manufacturer or by TCMC.
Source locations and base elevations were obtained from TCMC.

In cases where the exit temperature is ambient, the modeled exit temperature
was set to 0°K, which allows the ISC3 model to simulate a non-buoyant
release.

Volume Sources

Volume sources include the portable crushing operation, and conveyor and
truck dump drop points.

The initial lateral dimension of the portable crushing operation was set equal
to a typical length of a volume that encloses crusher loading, conveying, and
screening operations. The initial lateral dimension was scaled by 4.3, which is
‘the appropriate scaling factor for a single volume source (USEPA, 1995).

The initial vertical dimension of the portable crushing operation was set equal
to a typical height of a volume that encloses crusher loading, conveying, and
screening operations. Prior to input to the model, the initial vertical
dimension was scaled by 2.15, which is the appropriate scaling factor for a
surface-based source (USEPA, 1995). «

The release height of the portable crushing operation was set equal to zero to
simulate a surface-based release. '

The initial lateral dimension of all drop point volume sources were set to the
approximate width of the dropped material stream. The initial lateral
dimension was scaled by 4.3, which is the appropriate scaling factor for a
single volume source (USEPA, 1995).

The initial vertical dimension of all drop points was set equal to the distance
that material falls to another conveyor, process, or the ground, depending on
the source. Prior to input to the model, the initial vertical dimension was
scaled by 4.3, which is the appropriate scaling factor for an elevated source
not on or adjacent to a building (USEPA, 1995).

The release heights of all drop points were set equal to midpoint of the
material drop. For example, the typical height of the mill stockpile is
approximately 204 ft, while the typical distance that material drops from the
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ore conveyor to the top of the pile is typically 35 ft. Therefore, the release
height was set equal to 222 ft.

Other Fugitive Emission Sources

Fugitive emissions from sources such as haul road, drilling, blasting,
grading/bulldozing, mobile equipment combustion, and wind erosion from
storage piles were not modeled due to a reasonably high level of emissions
control through implemented measures and the high degree of variability and
uncertainty of emissions estimations for these types of sources (IDEQ, 2005).

2.3.2 Off-Site Sources

2.4

The Thompson Creek mine is located in a rural area with no nearby large
stationary sources. Therefore, no off-site sources were included in the model
analysis. Potential off-site source impacts in the vicinity of the mine were
considered to be -accounted for by using representative background ambient
air quality concentrations (see Section 2.10).

Model Selection

Selection of the appropriate dispérsion model for use in the analysis was based
on the available meteorological input data, the physical characteristics of the

~sources that are to be simulated, the land use designation in the vicinity of the

facility, and the complexity of the nearby terrain.

RETEC used the current version of the USEPA-approved Industrial Source
Complex Short-Term model (ISC3 dated 02035) to meet the dispersion
modeling requirements for this analysis. ISC3 is recommended for use in
modeling multi-source emissions, and can account for plume downwash, stack’
tip downwash, and point, area, and volume sources (USEPA 1995; 2005).
ISC3 also has the ability to model impacts at both simple (below stack height)
and complex (terrain heights above the height of the stack) terrain receptors.

The ISC3 model output file identifies those source-receptor combinations that
fall inside the cavity region of any structures. The cavity region is the
turbulent region immediately adjacent to a structure where recirculation in the
air flowing over and around the structure may occur. An assumption built into
the plume downwash algorithm in the ISC3 model is that the cavity region
extends to a distance of three times the lesser of the projected structure height
or width downstream of the structure (USEPA, 1995); therefore, the ISC3
model will not calculate concentration values for receptors located in the
cavity region of any structure. The model output files were examined to
verify that there were no receptors located inside a cavity region.
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2.5

2.6

2.7

The model code was recompiled using the Lahey Fortran 95 Release 5.70f
compiler to increase execution speed. The resulting executable code is
provided on the CD-ROM found in Appendix B.

Note that on December 9, 2005 the American Meteorological Society/EPA
Regulatory Model (AERMOD) was promulgated as a replacement model for
ISC3. However, the USEPA allowed a one-year transition period during
which protocols for modeling analyses based on ISC3, which are submitted in
a timely manner, may be approved at the discretion of the appropriate
Reviewing Authority. Since the TCMC operating permit renewal application
is being submitted in spring 2006, well within the one-year transition period,
the ISC3 model was approved for this permit renewal application (IDEQ,
2005).

Model Input Options

Model input options were set to their regulatory default values.

Stack Tip Downwash for Horizontal or
Capped Stacks

Horizontal or capped stacks were modeled following guidance found in IDEQ
(2002). The exit velocity for these stacks was set to 0.001 m/s to minimize
momentum plume rise, thereby simulating a horizontal or capped stack in the
modeling analysis. '

For vertical stacks that are capped, the stack tip downwash option was turned
on and the stack diameter was set equal to the actual stack diameter. For
horizontal stacks, the stack tip downwash option was turned on and the stack
diameter was set to 0.001 meters to prevent stack tip downwash effects. The
original stack dimensions (height and diameter), as well as the modified stack
dimensions, are provided in Table 2.

Plume Downwash

The effects of plume downwash were considered for all Thompson Creek
Mine point sources. Direction-specific building dimensions were calculated
using the current version of the USEPA-approved Building Profile Input
Program (BPIPPRM Version 04274). Dimensions for those structures that
may potentially produce plume downwash were obtained from drawings of
the structures, geo-referenced aerial photographs, and by best estimation.

In addition to calculating direction-specific building dimensions, the BPIP
program also calculates the Good Engineering Practice (GEP) stack height.
All Thompson Creek Mine facility stack heights were checked to verify that
they are within the GEP stack height limit.
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2.8

Simplified plot plans showing the location of each facility structure and EU
are provided in Figure 2 through Figure 7.

Meteorological Data

Hourly meteorological data used for air quality modeling must be spatially
and climatologically representative of the area of interest. The Modeling
Guideline recommends a minimum of one year of site-specific meteorological
data or five consecutive years from the most recent, readily available data
collected at the nearest National Weather Service (NWS) station. Required
surface meteorological data inputs include hourly observations of wind speed,
wind direction, temperature, and Pasquill-Gifford (P-G) stability class. The
ISC3 model also requires concurrent mean morning and afternoon mixing
heights calculated based on twice-daily upper air soundings and surface
observations.

Surface meteorological data have been collected at the Thompson Creek mine
for at least the last several years. Parameters include 10-meter wind speed,
wind direction, ambient temperature, and precipitation. On-site data from
2001 through 2004 were obtained and data for calendar years 2003 and 2004
were reviewed. Several problems with this data were noted, including:

» There is no documentation of calibrations, equipment maintenance,
instrument repairs, or site visits, so the data quality is questionable at
best.

» This dataset does not include any parameters such as wind speed
standard deviation, solar radiation intensity, cloud cover, or cloud
- ceiling height, that are required to calculate stability class values.

An examination of the Thompson Creek wind rose and raw data files shows
that during 2003 and 2004 there were no hourly average wind directions
between approximately 300 degrees and 30 degrees; that is, no winds from the
northwest through east-northeast sectors were reported (see Figure 8). This is
highly suspect, and indicates that there is a problem with either the sensor or
the data processing.

Based on the above findings, the Thompson Creek dataset was considered
unacceptable for use in the dispersion modeling analysis.

As a result of discussions with IDEQ), surface meteorological data collected at
the Boise, Idaho NWS station, and mixing height data collected at the
Pocatello, Idaho NWS station during calendar years 1987 through 1991, were
deemed to be the most representative, readily available meteorological data
for use in the modeling analysis. These data were provided by IDEQ in
model-ready format on December 6, 2005. A wind rose compiled from the
1987-1991 Boise data is provided in Figure 9.

TCMC Tier Il Operating Permit Air Quality Impact Analysis v 2-5



2.9 Rural/Urban Classification

An Auer land-use analysis, as described in 40CFR51 Appendix W was
conducted to determine the appropriate dispersion coefficients to use in the
ISC3 model. A topographic map of the area within 3 km of the facility
(Figure 1) shows that there are no areas that can be classified as urban;
therefore, the rural dispersion coefficients were used in ISC3.

2.10Background Concentrations

Representative background concentrations were added to the model-predicted
impacts at each receptor for comparison to the NAAQS Background PM,,,
NO;, SO, and CO concentrations are provided in Table 4. These data were
provided by IDEQ on December 5, 2005. ‘

2.11Ambient Air Boundary

The facility is located in a remote area. Access roads into the facility are
controlled by locked and/or guarded gates. In addition, portions of the
property are fenced and/or posted as necessary to preclude public access.
Public access is further limited and made difficult to impossible by steep,
extremely rugged terrain which acts as a physical barrier to access. Vehicle-
accessible roads in much of the surrounding area are also limited.

Consistent with the physical limits to public access described above, the
ambient air boundary was established along the boundary of TCMC’s
patented and unpatented mill sites. In addition, physical or topographic
features that preclude public access to the facility, such as steep terrain or
distance from accessible roads, were also used to establish the ambient air
boundary. The ambient air boundary is shown in Figure 2.

212 Receptor Network

Cartesian receptor grids centered on the facility were defined using Universal
Transverse Mercator (UTM) Zone 11 NAD27 coordinates. The grids were
designed to accurately resolve the highest predicted pollutant impacts while at
the same time minimizing model execution time. Several receptor grids of
varying resolution were defined for the required model analyses, following
guidance found in IDEQ (2002). The grids consisted of a set of nested
receptors placed at:

e 25-meter resolution along the ambient air boundary.

e 25-meter resolution extending to a distance of 500 m from the
ambient air boundary.
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e 100-meter resolution extending to 2 km in each cardinal direction
from the ambient air boundary. -

e 250-meter resolution extending to 5 km in each cardinal direction
from the ambient air boundary.

Receptor grid locations are shown in Figure 10 and Figure 11.

2.13 Elevation Data

Elevation data for all receptors was obtained by interpolating USGS 1:24,000
DEM data using Golden Software’s SURFER application. = Whenever
possible, the base elevations of facility structures and EUs were obtained from
a recent topographic map of the facility provided by TCMC rather than from

DEM data.

Contoured receptor elevations are shown in Figure 12 and Figure 13. As seen
in these figures, receptor elevations interpolated from the DEM data closely
match the elevation contours shown on the topographic base maps.

2.14 Conversion Ratio for Determining
Predicted NO, Concentrations

Ambient NO, impacts can be estimated using a two-tier approach, as
recommended in the Modeling Guideline. The first and most conservative tier
assumes that all emitted nitrogen oxides are in the form of NO,. The second
tier uses the Ambient Ratio Method (ARM), which accounts for atmospheric
conversion of NO to NO; by assuming that a fraction of emitted NOy is
converted to NO;. The Modeling Guideline recommends that predicted
annual NO, impacts be multiplied by an empirically-derived NO,-to-NOy
ratio of 0.75. This ratio is a national annual default value that is applicable to

urban areas.

All NO, impacts reported in this document use the first tier approach. That is,
it was assumed that all NO, emitted from each EU was in the form of NO,.

2.14.1 Preliminary Impact Determination

A preliminary impact determination was completed to determine whether
facility EUs could cause a significant off-site impact; defined as impacts
exceeding the significant contribution levels (SCLs) shown in Table 5. The
procedure is briefly outlined below.

Maximum predicted impacts (high-first-high) due to project EUs were
compared to the SCLs. The purpose of this analysis was to demonstrate
whether significant ambient concentrations due to these EUs could be
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- expected, and if so, how far those significant concentrations extend past the
facility ambient air boundary. The resulting maximum significant impact
radius for each pollutant was determined separately.

Emission rates used for the preliminary impact determination were allowable
emission rates.

The preliminary impact determination was used to establish the significant
impact radius and significant impact area (SIA). The significant impact radius
is the maximum distance from the facility ambient air boundary to where the
predicted impacts meet or exceed the SCLs for each applicable pollutant and
averaging period.

The results of the preliminary impact determination are shown in Table 6. As
seen in this table, the SCLs were exceeded for all pollutants except CO. Since
the maximum predicted impact for CO was less than the SCL, no further
analyses were performed for that pollutant. '

Contour plots of the maximum predicted NO,, SO2, and PM, impacts (not

shown) indicated that the maximum significant impact radius extended
approximately 5Skm from the ambient air boundary. In addition, the
concentration gradients of all pollutants were found to be decreasing in all
directions beyond approximately Skm from the ambient air boundary.
Therefore, for subsequent impact analyses the receptor grid was extended only
to 5 km beyond the ambient air boundary.

2.14.2 NAAQS Analysis

A NAAQS analysis was performed for NO,, SO;, and PM,o, since the
maximum predicted ambient air quality impact due to TCMC sources
exceeded the SCLs for each of these pollutants. The NAAQS are the
maximum concentrations allowed in terms of total pollutant levels in ambient
air. :

Compliance with the NAAQS is based on the total estimated air quality
concentration, which was assumed to be the sum of the following:

¢ Maximum estimated ambient impacts resulting from all facility
EUs modeled at their allowable emission rates.

* Background concentrations.

High-first-high impacts for each year modeled were used for annual averaging
periods as well as short-term averaging periods. This provides a conservative
estimate of the maximum short-term impacts, since Idaho air quality
regulations allow for at least one short-term exceedance per year.
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The results of the NAAQS analysis are provided in Table 7 and Figure 14. As
seen in Table 7, the maximum model-predicted impacts, when combined with
background concentrations, were below the NAAQS for all modeled
pollutants. ‘ :
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Table 5§ Ambient Air Quality Standards and Thresholds

_ Significant :
Averaging Contribution NAAQS
Pollutant Period Level
(rg/m’) (ng/m®)
3-hour 25 1,300
SO, 24-hour 5 365"
Annual 1 80°
24-hour 5 150
PMo Il 1 50°
NO, Annual 14 100°
co 1-hour 2,000 40,000
: 8-hour 500 10,000

' Not to be exceeded more than once per year

? The standard is attained when the average number of exceedances per year is less that or
equal to one.

% Not to be exceeded in any calendar year

* The significant contribution level applies to the total NO, impact.
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Table 7 Maximum Predicted Ambient Air Quality Impacts Compared to NAAQS

1 Maximum
Pollutant Averaging Maximum Impact Location Predicted Background | Total Impact z>>0w. Percent of
Period UTM X UTMY Elevation Impact 2 NAAQS
(m) (m) (ft) (ug/m®) (paim®) | (ug/m®) (ugim®)

NO, Annual 699465 4000888 6809 4.7 43 9.0 100 g
3-hour 698175 | - 4908200 7638 102.5 34 136.5 1,300 11

S0, 24-hour 699465 4909888 6809 32.4 26 58.4 365 16
Annual 697834 4908108 7680 25 8 10.5 80 13

PM,, 24-hour 694435 4908970 7650 96.7 43 139.7 150 g3
Annual 696415 4908990 7492 3.8 9.6 13.4 50 27

' UTM Zone 11, NAD27 coordinates
2 High-first-high model-predicted impact

3 Assumes 100 percent of NO, emissions are in the form of NO,
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Appendix B
CDROM File Contents



Thompson Creek Mining Company
Tier I Operating Permit Application
March 2006

This CD-ROM contains model input/output files and associated modeling data used for the Thompson Creek Mining Company Tier 11
Operating Permit Application.

The individual file contents for each directory are described below:

BPIP
Qa:nn& Description

File Name " File Contents

bpip.pm BPIP input file

bpip.out BPIP output file
bpip.sum BPIP summary output file

EXECUTABLE FILES
General Description

This folder contains all model and processor executable files used for the modeling analysis.

bpipprim.exe EPA-compiled BIPI PRIME executable
iscst3_1f95.exe EPA ISC3 source code compiled using Lahey Fortran 95. Note: no owmzmom were made to the model

source code.
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Appendix B Facility Process Flow Diagrams
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Thompson Creek Mining Company
January 1, 2003 through December 31, 2004
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Figure 8 Thompson Creek Wind Rose
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Figure 9 Boise Wind Rose
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